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REMARKS 



Claims 1-6, 8-16 and 19-24 are pending as of the action mailed on November 13, 2006. 
Claims 1-2, 8, 14-16, 21-22 and 24 are currently amended. Claims 25-57 are new. No new 
matter has been added. 

Reexamination and reconsideration of the action are requested in light of the foregoing 
amendments and the following remarks. 



Claims 1-6, 8-16, and 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being allegedly 
unpatentable over Borden (US 20020140820) in view of Pyhalammi (US 20050050043). 

Claim 1 , as amended, recites receiving user input defining a plurality of calendar entries 
where each calendar entry includes a time interval and a topic. A digital image, which is 
associated with a time stamp, is identified. A calendar entry in the plurality of calendar entries is 
selected such that the selected calendar entry has a time interval that includes the timestamp of 
the image. The selected calendar entry is associated with the digital image. 

The examiner rejected claim 1 based on U 0017 of Borden which reads in part {emphasis 

added): 

Each of the digital image files obtained by the user has an associated date with it, 
which may be the file creation date or any other date associated with the file. The 
date may indicate, for example, the year, the decade, the month, the day, the hour, 
the minute, the second, a range of dates, the morning, the evening, and/or the 
afternoon. The digital image files are then associated with the corresponding date 
or date range of the particular calendar presented. In this manner, all of the digital 
image files are categorized, preferably in an automatic fashion, with the 
corresponding date or date range of the calendar. Accordingly, the user need 
merely select the desired date range , such as July 1 997 when the user traveled to 
Paris, and the corresponding digital image files 16 will be presented to the user. 

The portions of Borden relied upon by the examiner do not disclose or suggest selecting a 

calendar entry in a plurality of calendar entries that are each associated with a topic and a time 

interval and where the selected calendar entry includes the time stamp of an image, as recited in 
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claim 1 . In contrast, Borden discloses that a user selects a single date range. This date range is 
not a calendar entry because it does not include both a time interv al and a topic. Assuming for 
argument's sake that Borden's date range by itself could be construed as a calendar entry, 
Borden discloses that only a single date range is specified by the user. In addition, Borden does 
not use the date range to select a calendar entry, as recited in claim 1 . Instead, Borden's date 
range is used to select particular images from a plurality images. Thus the cited portions of 
Borden do not disclose or suggest selecting a calendar entry from a plurality of calendar entries 
where each calendar entry has an associated time interval and a top ic and where the time interval 
includes the time stamp of an image. 

Pyhalammi does not overcome the deficiencies of Borden. Pyhalammi discloses 
organizing images with virtual folders and that " the metadata for each image includes 
information categorized by at least two schemes: time of the image creation and subject of the 
image" (<|f 0035, lines 1-3). Each image is placed into each folder and subfolder which describes 
some part of the metadata for that image (see f 0038, lines 4-5). Thus, Pyhalammi discloses 
placing images into folders that merely represent information that is already associated with the 
image, rather than, as claim 1 recites, selecting a calendar entry in a plurality of calendar entries, 
where the selected calendar entry comprises a topic and has a time interval that includes the time 
stamp of an image 

Additionally, Pyhalammi explicitly discloses that a virtual folder is either (but not both) 
date related or subject related: "A separate folder is created for eac h metadata scheme" flj 0035, 
lines 5-6). Therefore, a virtual folder itself is not a calendar entry because it does not comprise 
both a topic and a time interval. 

Accordingly the cited portions of Borden and Pyhalammi, neither alone nor in 
combination, disclose or suggest selecting a calendar entry in a plurality of calendar entries 
where the selected calendar entry has a time interval that includes the time stamp of an image, as 
recited in claim 1 . 

The applicant respectfully submits that claim 1 as well as claims 5-6, 8-16 and 25 which 
depend from claim 1 , are in condition for allowance. 
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Claim 2 , as amended, recites receiving user input defining a first and second calendar 
entry where each calendar entry has a respective topic and time interval. Claim 2 also recites 
that the first topic is compared with the second topic or the first time interval is compared with 
the second time interval. 

The examiner rejected claim 2 by asserting that Borden discloses (emphasis added): 
"comparing the first topic with the second topic or the first time interval with the second time 
interval (see paragraph 0018 note: user selects date range all events or topics are shown in that 
range)." 

The applicant disagrees. The portion of Borden relied upon by the examiner, in whole, 
reads as follows {emphasis added): 

Preferably, the calendar 10 signifies the existence of corresponding 
digital image files together with the presentation of the date ranges. 
The indication of the existence of the corresponding digital image 
files may be presented as an icon 18 in the spatial region 20 
corresponding to the date range . The indication of the existence of 
the corresponding digital image files may be presented to the user 
using any other suitable technique. To further decrease the 
frustration to the user in the identification of partic ular digital 
image files, and to what image content the digital image files are 
representative of, the system may present a thumbnail view 22 of 
one or more of the corresponding digital image files. The particular 
thumbnail view 22 may be selected by the user for a particular 
group of files, or otherwise calculated by the system as the most 
representative file from a group of files. Moreover, the thumbnail 
view 22 may be selected in any manner. 

As a preliminary matter, the applicant notes that nowhere in the cited portion of Borden is 
there any mention of an "event" or "topic" as the examiner asserted. Additionally, the applicant 
notes that Borden does not disclose or suggest a plurality of user-defined calendar entries for at 
least the reasons set forth in reference to claim 1 . 

Moreover importantly, Borden does not disclose or suggest comparing one calendar entry 
with another, or in particular: "comparing the first topic with the second top ic or the first time 
interval with the second time interval ." as recited in claim 2. Instead, the cited portions of 
Borden disclose "presenting [a digital image file] as an icon 18 in the spatial region 20 
corresponding to the date range." The comparison of a date range with the date of an image is 
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not the same as comparing the time interval of one calendar entry with the time interval of 
another calendar entry. Borden does not disclose or suggest comparing two topics and does not 
disclose or suggest comparing two time intervals, as recited in claim 2. 

Pyhalammi does not overcome the deficiencies of Borden. For at least the reasons set 
forth in reference to claim 1 , Pyhalammi does not disclose or suggest calendar entries, much less 
comparing the respective topics or time intervals of two calendar entries. 

The applicant respectfully submits that claim 2 as well as claims 3 and 4, which depend 
from claim 2, are in condition for allowance. 

Claims 19 and 20 stand rejected for allegedly being unpatentable over Borden in view of 
Pyhalammi. The applicant notes that the examiner has not furnished any particular citation 
illustrating how Pyhalammi discloses or suggests any of the features of claim 1 9 or 20. Neither 
Borden nor Pyhalammi disclose or suggest that when an image in a group of images is selected, 
other images from the group are displayed over a timeline having a time scale determined for 
displaying the group, as recited in claim 19. The applicant respectfully submits that claim 19 as 
well as claim 20, which depends from claim 19, are in condition for allowance. 

See below for the applicant's response to the examiner's § 102(e) rejection of claim 19 in 
view of Borden. 

Claims 21 and 22 include limitations that correspond to the limitations of claim 1 . The 
applicant respectfully submits that claims 21 and 22, for at least the reasons set forth in reference 
to claim 1 , are in condition for allowance. 

Claims 23 and 24 include limitations that correspond to claim 1 9. The applicant 
respectfully submits that claims 23 and 24, for at least the reasons set forth in reference to claim 
1 9, are in condition for allowance. 
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Section 102 Rejections 



Claims 19, 20, 23 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being allegedly 
anticipated by Borden. 

Claim 19 in part recites that when an image of a particular group is selected, other images 

of the particular group are displayed over a timeline that has a time scale determined for the 

particular group being displayed. The examiner rejected claim 19 stating, in part: 

[W]hen an image of the group is selected (See paragraph 21), 
displaying other images of the group over a timeline having the 
time scale determined for displaying the group (See paragraph 
0022). 

The applicant disagrees. The relied upon portions of Borden do not disclose or suggest 
displaying other images in a group, in response to the selection of an image from the group. The 
cited portions of Borden, in part, read as follows: 



[002 1 ] The digital image files within a particular region 20 may be 
further subdivided into one or more individual groups, such as 
groups 40 and 42. . . . 

[0022] The display 12 may likewise include thumbnail views 60 of 
the digital image files within one or more selected date regions. 
This provides a convenient manner for inspection of the digital 
image files. Further, the display 12 may include a larger view 64 of 
a selected digital image file . This permits the user to more closely 
examine the contents of a particular digital image file. 



Borden discloses subdividing images into one or more groups. Borden also discloses that 
selecting an image, presumably from among those displayed, causes the same selected image to 
be displayed, except in a larger view. Borden does not disclose or suggest "displaying other 
images from the group," as recited in claim 19, nor does Borden disclose or suggest displaying 
those other images "over a timeline having a scale determined for the [selected] group," as 
recited in claim 19. 

The applicant respectfully submits that claim 19 as well as claim 20, which depends from 
claim 1 9, are in condition for allowance. 
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Claims 23 and 24 include limitations that correspond to the limitations of claim 19. The 
applicant respectfully submits that claims 23 and 24, for at least the reasons set forth in reference 
to claim 19, are in condition for allowance. 



New claim 25 is directed to a method, is dependent on independent claim 1, and is in 
condition for allowance for at least the reasons set forth in reference to claim 1 . 

New independent claim 26 and its new dependent claims 27 and 28 are directed to a 
program product and correspond to the method claims 2-4. The applicant respectfully submits 
that claims 26-28 are therefore in condition for allowance for at least the reasons set forth in 
reference to claim 2. 

New independent claim 29 and its new dependent claims 30 and 31 are directed to a 
system and correspond to the method claims 2-4. The applicant respectfully submits that 
claims 29-3 1 are therefore in condition for allowance for at least the reasons set forth in 
reference to claim 2. 

New dependent claims 32-43 are directed to a program product and are added to existing 
independent program product claim 21. These new claims correspond to existing dependent 
claims 5-6, 8-16 and 25. The applicant respectfully submits that claims 32-43, which depend 
from claim 21, are in condition for allowance for at least the reasons set forth in reference to 
claim 21. 

New dependent claims 44-55 are directed to a system and are added to existing 
independent system claim 22. These new claims correspond to existing dependent claims 5-6, 
8-16 and 25. The applicant respectfully submits that claims 44-55, which depend from claim 22, 
are in condition for allowance for at least the reasons set forth in reference to claim 22. 

New dependent claim 56 is directed to a program product and corresponds to existing 
dependent claim 20. Claim 56 depends on independent claim 23 and is in condition for 
allowance for at least the reasons set forth in reference to claim 23. 



New Claims 
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New dependent claim 57 is directed to a system and corresponds to existing dependent 
claim 20. Claim 57 depends on independent claim 24 and is in condition for allowance for at 
least the reasons set forth in reference to claim 24. 



For the foregoing reasons, the applicant submits that all the claims are in condition for 
allowance. 

By responding in the foregoing remarks only to particular positions taken by the 
examiner, the applicant does not acquiesce with other positions that have not been explicitly 
addressed. In addition, the applicant's arguments for the patentability of a claim should not be 
understood as implying that no other reasons for the patentability of that claim exist. 

Please apply any other charges or credits to deposit account 06-1050 (07844-627001). 



Conclusion 



Respectfully submitted, 



Date: 13 February 2007. 



/Daniel J. Burns/ 
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